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PER CURI AM

Wlliam R Atkins seeks to appeal separate orders entered by
the district court denying his notion filed under 28 U S.C A 8
2255 (West 1994 & Supp. 1998), and denying his notion for recon-
sideration. By court order, the panel granted Atkins' petition for
rehearing and vacated its decision of Septenber 1, 1998.

Atkins filed an untinely notice of appeal. We accordingly
dismss for lack of jurisdiction. The tinme periods for filing
noti ces of appeal are governed by Fed. R App. P. 4. These periods

are “mandatory and jurisdictional.” Browder v. Director, Dep’t of

Corrections, 434 U.S. 257, 264 (1978) (quoting United States v.

Robi nson, 361 U. S. 220, 229 (1960)). Parties to civil actions in-
volving the United States are accorded sixty days within which to
file in the district court notices of appeal from judgnents or
final orders. See Fed. R App. P. 4(a)(1l). Exceptions to the ap-
peal period obtain only if the district court extends the tine to
appeal under Fed. R App. P. 4(a)(5) or reopens the appeal period
under Fed. R App. P. 4(a)(6).

The district court entered its order denying Atkins' § 2255
notion on Septenber 19, 1997, and entered its order denyi ng At ki ns’
Fed. R Cv. P. 59(e) notion for reconsideration on Cctober 10,
1997. Thus, Atkins had until Decenber 9, 1997, within which to
submt his notice of appeal. See Fed. R App. P. 4(c). Atkins’

noti ce of appeal was dated Decenber 10, 1997, and fil ed on Decenber



22, 1997. The district court did not extend the appeal period.
Accordingly, Atkins' failure to note a tinely appeal or obtain an
extension of the appeal period | eaves this court w thout jurisdic-
tion to consider the nerits of his appeal fromeither the denial of
the 8 2255 notion or the denial of his notion for reconsideration.
We therefore deny a certificate of appealability and dism ss the
appeal as to those orders.

At kins al so appealed fromthe district court’s order denying
several post-judgnment collateral notions. W have reviewed the
record and find that the district court’s denial of these notions
was not an abuse of discretion. Accordingly, we dismss the appeal
of these orders. W dispense with oral argunent because the facts
and | egal contentions are adequately presented in the materials

before the court and argunent woul d not aid t he deci si onal process.

DI SM SSED



